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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In an amendment dated, June 1 1 th , 2007, the Applicants amended claims 62, 66 
cancelled claims 32-34, 36-48, 51-60, 64-65, 67 and added new claims 68-72. 
Currently claims 62, 66 and 68-72 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 62, 66 and 68-72 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 66 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 1 currently 
states, "The the apparatus." Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 62, 66, 68-69 and 72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lebensfeld et al. (US 6,302,796) in view of Samuel et al. (US 
6,313,261). 

With respect to claim 62, Lebensfeld discloses, an apparatus for playing a war 
game comprising: 

a clothing article constructed to be worn by a participant in said war game (fig. 2); 
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a display (32 and 35-36 in fig. 2) formed on said clothing article formed of a layer 
of a light emitting polymer and a fabric base, said flexible display having fabric-like 
characteristics to conform to the body of the participant like a fabric and arranged to 
display selectively one of a plurality of images (any of the selected teams; and hit and 
blast shield indicators; col. 5, lines 33-36); 

a controller (95 in fig. 9) generating signals for said display, said signals defining 
said images (col. 10, lines 46-51); 

a gun (12 in fig. 2) coupled to said controller (23 in fig. 2), said gun generating a 
beam when activated by said participant (col. 6, lines 17-20); and 

a sensor mounted on said clothing article (14 and 15 in fig. 2) and coupled to 
said controller (clear from figs. 8-10; also note col. 1 1 , lines 18-24), said sensor 
detecting a hit from the gun of other participants (col. 6, lines 19-23); 

wherein controller generates an indication corresponding to said hit (col. 5, lines 
33-35, for example). 

Lebensfeld does not expressly disclose, wherein the display is a flexible display 
formed on said clothing article formed of a layer of light emitting polymer and a fabric 
base said flexible display having fabric-like characteristics to conform to the body of the 
participant like a fabric. 

Samuel discloses, a flexible display (fig. 4, for example) formed on a clothing 
article (col. 6, line 60) formed of a layer of a light emitting polymer (7 in fig. 4) and a 
fabric base (col. 5, lines 48-60) said flexible display having fabric-like characteristics to 
conform to the body of a wearer like a fabric (seems clear from fig. 6, line 60). 
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Samuel and Lebensfeld are analogous art because they are from the same field 
of endeavor namely, incorporation of electronic displays into clothing articles. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to replace the display of Lebensfeld with the flexible, polymer display of Samuel. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to make the article more 
comfortable to wear due to increased flexibility as well as the advantages of 
processability and wide emission ranges (Samuel; col. 2, lines 15-21). 

With respect to claim 66, Lebensfeld and Samuel disclose, the apparatus of 
claim 62 (see above). 

Samuel further discloses, wherein said electronic display includes a protective 
layer on top of said layer of light emitting polymer material, said protective layer being 
made of one of a transparent and translucent material (col. 5, lines 48-50). 

With respect to claim 68, Lebensfeld and Samuel disclose, the apparatus of 
claim 62 (see above). 

Lebensfeld further discloses, wherein said sensor is disposed adjacent said 
flexible display (clear from fig. 2). 

With respect to claim 69, Lebensfeld and Samuel disclose, the apparatus of 
claim 68 (see above). 

Lebensfeld further discloses, wherein said sensor is surrounded by said flexible 
display (clear from fig. 2). 

With respect to claim 72, Lebensfeld and Samuel disclose, the apparatus of 
claim 62 (see above). 
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Lebensfeld further discloses, wherein said flexible display is integrally 
incorporated into said clothing article (clear from fig. 2). 
6. Claim 70 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lebensfeld et al. (US 6,302,796) in view of Samuel et al. (US 6,313,261) and further in 
view of Fitch (US 5,912,653). 

With respect to claim 70, Lebensfeld and Samuel disclose, the apparatus of 
claim 62 (see above). 

Neither Lebensfeld nor Samuel expressly disclose, further comprising a memory 
arranged to hold data associated with images, said controller being coupled to said 
memory to receive said data to generate said images on said flexible display. 

Fitch discloses, a garment with a programmable video display unit (fig. 1) 
comprising a memory (26 in fig. 6) arranged to hold data associated with images, a 
controller (22 in fig. 6) being coupled to said memory (clear from fig. 6) to receive said 
data to generate said images on a liquid crystal display (12 in fig. 6). 

Fitch, Samuel and Lebensfeld are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor namely, incorporation of electronic displays into clothing articles. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to include memory, as taught by Fitch, in the display of Lebensfeld and Samuel. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to have access to a great number 
of possible images (Fitch; col. 5, lines 14-17). 
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7. Claim 71 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lebensfeld et ai. (US 6,302,796) in view of Samuel et al. (US 6,313,261 ) and further in 
view of Chu (US 6,279,170). 

With respect to claim 71, Lebensfeld and Samuel disclose, the apparatus of 
claim 62 (see above). 

Neither Lebensfeld nor Samuel expressly disclose, wherein said flexible display 
is formed on a separate panel, said apparatus further comprising a securing member 
arranged to secure said panel to said clothing article. 

Chu discloses, a flexible display that is formed on a separate panel (col. 1 , lines 
37-41), said apparatus further comprising a securing member arranged to secure said 
panel to said clothing article (col. 1, lines 37-41). 

Chu, Samuel and Lebensfeld are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor namely, incorporation of electronic displays into clothing articles. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to form the display of Lebensfeld and Samuel on a separate panel as taught by 
Chu. 

The motivation for doing so would have been clear advantages such as allowing 
the user to interchange displays, as well as to simply remove the display all together. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William L. Boddie whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 0666. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:30 - 
4:30 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on (571) 272-3638. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




